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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Receipt of Applicant's Amendment, filed 09/1 0/2007 is acknowledged. 
Claim 1 has been amended. Claims 6-41 have been cancelled. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S. C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as being directed to non-statutory 
subject matter. The language of the claims raises a question as to whether the claims 
are directed merely to an environment or machine which would result in a practical 
application producing a concrete useful, and tangible result to form the basis of statutory 
subject matter under 35 U.S.C. 101. 

Software or program can be stored on a medium and/or executed by a computer. 
In other words software must be a computer readable. The software is not claimed as 
being embodied in computer-readable storage media. The claim recites "software or 
hardware embodying computer readable instructions." Software embodying computer 
readable instructions is still program perse. See MPEP § 2106.IV.B.1 (a). 

To expedite a complete examination of the instant application the claims rejected 
under U.S.C. 101 (nonstatutory) above are further rejected as set forth below in 
anticipation of application amending these claims to place them within the four 
categories of invention. 
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Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 

consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Blott 
et al. (Blott hereinafter) (U.S. Patent No. 6,449,618) in view of Pohlmann et al. 
(Pohlmann hereinafter) (U.S. Patent No. 6,366,926). 

With respect to claim 1 , Blott teaches an apparatus comprising software or 
hardware embodying computer readable instructions for performing operations 
on data within a network, comprising: 
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"a receive module associated with an entry for receiving from a machine in 
the network a request to be performed on particular data content" as the real-time 
EPS 12 processes events on behalf of the real-time component 16, which may be, e.g., 
a network switch, a service control point (SCP) or other element of a communication 
system or network, and maintains summary and aggregation data over those events 
(Blott Col 3, Lines 26-30). The term "event" as used herein is intended to include any 
type of transaction involving contents of a database system, such as, for example, a 
group of read, update, delete and/or modify operations (Blott Col 3, Lines 44-47). 

"a store module for locally storing, associated with the machine, 
information related to the request" as the events are processed in accordance with 
services implemented in the RAEs, and utilize data stored in a memory portion of the 
main-memory database system accessible to the RAEs. The data may include, e.g., a 
subscription table storing subscription information indicating the service or services that 
should be executed for a given event (Blott Abstract). 

"a transmit module, associated with the entity, for implementing and for 
communicating the results to subscribers referencing the machine" as a main- 
memory database system is coupled to the RAEs, and the RAEs process events 
associated with input streams from one or more data sources and deliver output 
streams to one or more data sinks. The data source and data sinks may be, e.g., 
network elements, clients, databases, etc (Blott Abstract Col 2, Lines 6-27 and figure 
2). 
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Blott teaches the elements of claim 1 as noted above but does not explicitly 
discloses "comparison on the data content." 

However, Pohlmann teaches "comparison on the data content" as 

specification of various forms of comparison that can be specified for each of the fields 
of an event including key value pairs of the extended event structure (Pohlmann Col 5, 
Lines 65-67). The fundamental subexpression of an event filter is, for example, a 
phrase comparing a field of an event with a value, e.g., node=ptisun20 (Pohlmann Col 
6, Lines 5-7). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of the cited references because 
Pohlmann's teaching would have allowed Blott to provide an integrated system for 
routing events occurring in point products through a common event management 
system, dynamic filtering of events across nodes of an enterprise, and routing a 
subscription request defined by an event filter. 

With respect to claim 2, Blott teaches "the apparatus of claim 1 wherein the 
receive module includes a module for receiving an identification of the machine" 

as other examples of data sources or data sinks include the examples of the real-time 
component 16 and EPS 12 given previously, e.g., computers or other types of digital 
data processors (Blott Col 5, Lines 1-3). 
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With respect to claim 3, Blott teaches "the apparatus of claim 1 wherein the 
receive module includes a module for transmitting a data cell including the 
request" as (Blott figure 2). 

With respect to claim 4, Blott teaches "the apparatus of claim 1 wherein the 
transmit module includes a module for transmitting a data cell including the 
event" as a main-memory database system is coupled to the RAEs, and the RAEs 
process events associated with input streams from one or more data sources and 
deliver output streams to one or more data sinks. The data source and data sinks may 
be, e.g., network elements, clients, databases, etc (Blott Abstract Col 2, Lines 6-27 and 
figure 2). A view over an output stream aggregates summary information over all the 
events processed by the system. Frequently, chronicles represent either query results, 
or processed-event records that are delivered to a data warehouse for archiving (Blott 
Col 12, Lines 15-19). 

With respect to claim 5, Blott teaches "the apparatus of claim 1 wherein the 
receive module includes a module for receiving an add, update, delete, or find 
operation" as the term "event" as used herein is intended to include any type of 
transaction involving contents of a database system, such as, for example, a group of 
read, update, delete and/or modify operations (Blott Col 3, Lines 44-47). 



Response to Arguments 
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4. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new. 
ground(s) of rejection. 

In these arguments applicant relies on amended claims and not the original ones. 
See above rejections for response to the arguments. 

Claims must be. given the broadest reasonable interpretation during examination 
and limitations appearing in the specification but hot recited in the claim are not read 
into the claim (See M.P.E.P. 21 1 1 [R-l]). 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Contact Information 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Usmaan Saeed whose telephone number is (571)272-4046. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on (571)272-3978. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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